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Title:: TAPE REEL ASSEMBLY WITH WEAR RESISTANT DRIVEN TEETH 

REMARKS 

The following remarks are made in response to tbe Final Office Action mailed March 17, 
2006. In the Final Office Action, claims 1, 3-6, 10, 12-15, 17, 19-23, 25, and 26 were rejected 
under 35 U.S.C § 102(b) as being anticipated by Morita et al., U.S. Patent Publication No. 
2002/0158161 ("Morita 9 '), and claims 2, 7-9, 11, 16, 18, and 24 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 
103(a) as being unpatentable over Morita in view of Boutni, U.S. Patent No. 4,749,738 
("Boutni"). 

With this Response, claims 4, 12-13, 19-20, and 22 have been cancelled, and claims 1, 3, 
10, and 17 have been amended, Claims 1-3, 5-11, 14-18, 21, and 23-26 remain pending in the 
application and are presented for consideration and allowance. 

35 U.S.C. $ 102 Rejections 

Claims 1, 3-6, 10, 12-15, 17, 19*23, 25, and 26 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as 
being anticipated by Morita. 

Applicants recognize that amendments to finally rejected claims cannot be made as a 
matter of right. However, with this Response, certain of the claims have been amended to 
include language from dependent claims that have already been examined, and various others of 
the claims have been cancelled to place the application in condition for allowance. 

The Examiner takes the position at page 2 of the Final Office Action mailed March 17, 
2006 that Morita teaches a tape reel assembly including a hub 21 defining a tape winding surface 
and teeth 42 and 63. Applicants respectfully disagree based upon the express teachings of 
Morita. 

With reference to FIGS. 2 and 3, Morita teaches al paragraph 108: "The reel 2 consists of 
a bottom cylindrical reel bub 21, in which magnetic tape is wound on the outer periphery, and 
upper and lower flange portions 22 and 23 respectively projected in disk form in the radial 
direction from the upper and lower ends of the outer periphery of this reel hub 21." (Emphasis 
added). Morita teaches that the reel 2 includes a reel gear 24. Consequently, based upon the 
express teaching of Morita, the reel 2/hub 21 does not include teeth 42 and 63. 



6 

PAGE 7/12 * RCVD AT 5/8/2006 2:01 :00 PM [Eastern DayOght Time] 1 SVR:USPTO»EFXRF-2/17 * DNI$:2738300 * CSID:651 704 5951 ' DURATION (mm-ss):03-54 



«i 704 5951 05/08 ' 06 12:00 N0.937 08/12 

IMATIONLEGALAF FAIRS 651 704 5»l 

^cndment and Respo»se U»^r 37 CM. Ul§ 

Applicant: lason D- Hanxlik et al. 
Serial No.: 10/730,698 
Filed: December 8, 2003 

y^&» ^" imMnwim " 

' __a, 1 1 n that a separate reel-rotation restraining 

Trr* restraining member 4 

means mCudcs a ^^.r 6 include, the P** up portion 63 <*. HO. 

fee reding member 4 and *e release* 
2). Mori. teadtes <*rZ+™™ 2 „ ^ lod c (proves rotetfoo, and unloo, 
member 6 move independently ot me re« 

(permit rotation) the Teel 2. restraining member 4 

For example, Mori* teaches » paragraphs U0 11 * 

P^r^l2bvmovmgmtoandawS5Lfiffim meree1 ^ w w 
restricts rotation of the reel 2 by mo * mto the 

, „mbetic rosin oontatoing a lubnoant. However, nownere 

member 6 may be formed with syntne , „ ^ „, Kar 24 thai is ofterwrso a poruon 

Morita teach or suggest the addition of a tubncant to the reel gear 24 m 

^ Cr^nnd in ntind, independent claim , has been anrendad to p^de a hub 

drfta jr — - — - r rrczi - * £ 

«— • M ° nU *? "7£ rlXndbtg from claim under 35 U.S.C. I 

requested thar the rejection to alarm 1, and alarms depenoing 
,02(b)a S ^c i patedb S Montebo^d ra wn,andmesecla^aHow^ 

including a housing denning an enclosed ragton and at least one p 



PAGE 111! 



.wB■«lll•■^«•^ , " BllnMW ^ , ^""" , 



IMATIONLEGALAF FAIRS 651 704 5951 



05/08 '06 12:00 NO. 937 09/12 



Amendment and Response Under 37 1.116 

Applicant Jasoa D. Hanzlik et ed. 
Serial No.: 10/730,698 
Filed: December 8, 2003 
Docket No.: J0395USO1 

Title:: TAPE REEL ASSEMBLY WITH WEAR RESISTANT DRIVEN TEETH 

disposed within the enclosed region and including a hub defining a tape-winding surface, a 
flange coupled to and extending in a radial fashion from an end of the hub, where the flange 
includes driven teeth defining an engagement surface; and where the driven teeth are exposed 
within an opening in the housing upon final assembly and are formed from a polymer including a 
lubricating additive. This proposed amendment recites a limitation from cancelled dependent 
claim 12. 

The Examiner's position at page 3 of the Final Office Action mailed March 17, 2006 is 
that each of the elements 4 and 6 in Morita are seen to read upon the recited hub and flange 
portions. However, as set forth above, Morita teaches that the reel 2 consists of the hub 21 and 
the upper and lower flange portions 22 and 23, such that the hub 21 does not include the 
elements 4 and 6. Moreover, under any reasonable interpretation, Morita fails to teach or suggest 
a tape reel assembly including a hub defining a tape-winding surface, and a flange coupled to 
and extending in a radial fashion from an end of the hub , where the flange includes driven teeth 
defining an engagement surface that are formed from a polymer including a lubricating additive, 
as required by amended independent claim 10. Even if the elements 4 and 6 in Morita are 
incorrectly viewed as flange portions, the elements 4 and 6 do not extend in a radial fashion from 
anendofthehub21. 

It is respectfully requested that the rejection to claim 10, and claims depending from 
claim 10» under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as anticipated by Morita be withdrawn, and these claims 
allowed. 

Independent claim 17 has been amended to provide generating a hub to include a tape 
winding surface that defines opposing ends and an integrally formed lower flange, the hub 
having driven teeth integrally formed thereon. 

This proposed amendment positively recites a limitation from cancelled dependent claim 
20. It is respectfully submitted that Morita does not teach or suggest generating a hub to include 
a tape winding surface that defines opposing ends and an integrally formed lower flange, the hub 
having driven teeth integrally formed thereon, as required by amended independent claim 17, It 
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The purported combination of the references fails to teach or suggest a tape reel assembly 
including a hub defining a tape-winding surface, and a flange coupled to and extending in a 
radial fashion from an end of the hub, where me flange includes driven teeth defining an 
engagement surface that are formed from a polymer including a lubricating additive, as required 

by amended independent claim 10. 

The purported combination of the references fails to teach or suggest generating a bub to 
include a tape winding surface that defines opposing ends and an integrally formed lower flange, 
the hub having driven teeth integrally formed thereon, as required by amended independent 

claim 17. . . .... 

Second Applicants respectfully submit that there is no suggestion or motivation available 

in the cited references to modify the reel 2 of Morita to include teeth 24 provided with the 
additives taught by Boutni. In this regard, the teaching or suggestion to make the clamed 
combination and the reasonable expectation of success must bom be found in the prior art, and 
not in Applicant's disclosure. In re Vaeck, 947 F.2d 488, 20 U.S.P.Q.2d 1438 (Fed. Cir. 1991); 
MPEP§2143. 

Third even if the purported combination is made, the resulting device would merely 
provide the reei-rotation restraining means 10 of Morita (elements 4 and 6) with the polymer 
compositions taught by Boutni. Nowhere does Morita teach or suggest the addition of a 
lubricant to the reel gear 24 that is olherwise a portion of the reel 2/hub 21 . 

Based upon the above, it is respectfully requested that the rejections to claims 2, 7-9, 11, 
16, 18, and 24 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over Morita in view of Boutni be 
wimdrawn, and that claims 2, 7-9, 11, 16, 18, and 24 be allowed. 

INCLUSION 

Applicants respectfully request that the amendments, directed to the cancellation of 
claims and believed to necessitate only a cursory review by the Examiner, be entered. 
Applicants respectfully submit that pending claims 1-3, Ml. 14-18, 21, and 23-26 recite 
patentable subject matter, are in form for allowance, and are not taught or suggested by the cited 
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references. Therefore, reconsideration and withdrawal of the rejections and allowance of claims 
1-3, 5-11, 14-18, 21, and 23-26 is respectfully requested. 

No fees are required under 37 C.F.R. 1.16(b)(c). However, if such fees are required, the 
Patent Office is hereby authorized to charge Deposit Account No. 09-0069. 

The Examiner is invited to telephone the Applicants' representative at the below-listed 
numbers to facilitate prosecution of this application. 



Respectfully submitted, 



Date:, 




Eric D. L£vmson 
Reg. No. 35,814 



IMATION CORP. 

Legal Affairs 

P.O. Box 64898 

St. Paul, Minnesota 55164-0898 

Telephone: (651) 704-3604 

Facsimile: (651) 704-5951 
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